KING’S BENCH, IRELAND. 



COPIES of the Affidavits, Orders and Proceedings in the Court of 
Kings Bench, Ireland , in the Hilary Term in the present Year, in the Case 
of The King versus O'Brien, for publishing a Report of Evidence given before 
the Commissioners of Inquiry into Corporate Abuses at Cork. 



KING’S BENCH. 

EDWARD NEWSOM, of the city of. Cork, Alderman, maketh oath, and 
saith, that he served the office of Mayor or Chief Magistrate of the city of Cork, 
in parts of the years 1821 and 1822. Deponent saith, that at an inquiry lately 
held in the city of Cork, before certain Commissioners appointed by His Excellency 
the Lord Lieutenant of this part of the United Kingdom, to inquire into matters 
connected with the Corporation of the said city, one Patrick Joseph O’Brien, 
a master baker of the said city, voluntarily tendered himself, as this deponent 
lias been informed and believes, to be examined before the said Commissioners, 
and upon that occasion deposed on oath, as deponent believes, several matters, 
the particulars of which were reported in a newspaper called, “The Cork 
Mercantile Chronicle,” which was published in said city on Monday the 28th 
day of October last, which report, and the statements therein made, the said 
Patrick Joseph O’Brien has since acknowledged to be correct and accurate as 
reported by him; and deponent has heard and believes that said Patrick Joseph 
O’Brien admitted to several persons, and in particular to one Thomas Cocker, that 
said Patrick Joseph O’Brien had himself corrected and prepared for publication 
the said report at the office of said newspaper, in order to have it full and accu- 
rate ; and deponent saith, he is convinced he will be able to prove such avowal 
upon a trial. Deponent saith, that said statements were made by said Patrick 
Joseph O’Brien upon the last day but one before said Commissioners closed 
their investigation, and took place, as did also the publication in said newspaper, 
during the absence of this deponent from the city of Cork, and under the circum- 
stances hereinafter stated: deponent saith he has annexed to this affidavit a copy 
of what was so published in said newspaper. This deponent saith, that previous 
to his taking office, during its continuance, or after its expiration, or at any time 
whatever, he this deponent, never had any conversation or communication, directly 
or indirectly, with the said Patrick Joseph O’Brien, nor with any other person or 
persons, about a “golden loaf:” Saith, that neither on bis (deponent’s) taking 
office, nor before or after, did he apply to. or speak with the said O’Brien in any 
manner for any “ usual or other compliment nor did he say to said O’Brien 
that, “if the bakers made it worth his while, the assize should be struck agreeable 
to their wishes, and to. the Act of Parliament,” as stated by O’Brien (as deponent 
heard and believes) in his evidence given before the said Commissioners, and as 
is reported' in said newspaper to have been stated by said O’Brien. Deponent 
saith, he did not assemble the bakers, and insist on their giving him the old 
allowance of a penny per bag, as stated in said newspaper ; nor did the said 
bakers resist, nor did the deponent threaten to be avenged in the manner as stated 
in said newspaper, nor at all; nor did any such occurrence as is stated in said 
newspaper at all take place. Deponent saith, that the whole statement in said 
newspaper, which is called “jumbling” in taking the assize, and the remon- 
strance of the bakers against said “ vindictive injustice without effect,” so 
far as same is sought therein to be applied to this deponent, is false ; and 
that the only occurrence bearing any resemblance to said supposed assembly, and 
matters there happening, in which this deponent had any part or concern, was 
as is hereinafter mentioned. This deponent saith, he never did demand what 
said O’Brien is stated in said newspaper to have called “ bag money,” and he 
denies that the bakers, during deponent’s year of office, laboured under any 
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oppression or injustice, but verily believes that the bakers at lame of 1 
city did not complain, or consider that they laboured under any. 8 This T) 
ponent denies positively that such conversation, or words importing the It' 
meaning, ever occurred between this deponent and said O’Brien : Saith that h 
never applied to said O’Brien to procure any remuneration or reward, or to » t 
a “ golden loaf” for him, or a sum of 70 I., or any other sum, as by said O’E ’ 
is so reported to have been stated : Saith, that said O’Brien never told depon'"! 
that “ the money would be lodged in the Bank,, and power to be given him t 
draw it at the expiration of his year of office, as he thought that the safest a fi 
most delicate manner of proceeding." Deponent saith, that he never did as 
reported, object to that, nor request to be handed the money forthwith S ° 
O’Brien is so reported to have alleged, or that he deponent ever said lie would 
take it at “the Exchange,” or anywhere else, and that it was no bribe hut 
a compliment from the bakers; and denies most positively that any conversatio 
ever occurred between deponent and said O’Brien, or any words or conversatio 
importing the like meaning : Saith, he never “ reached out his hand for monev " 
a.s allege- 1 by said O’Brien, that he never sought to get money, or said “ the!e 
would hi no knowing who would be alive at tile end of the year-” or anvonn 
- versatio .or words to that effect, and denies that he ever had any conversation' 
on such a subject with said O’Brien : Saith, that he never was waited on at the 
Mansion-house by Thomas Casey, referred to by said O’Brien, or by said O’Brien 
with any sum of money whatsoever: Saith, that be never told said O’Brien that 
be deponent had received any money, nor did deponent ever complain of its 
smallness, as stated by said O’Brien. Deponent saith, that shortly after h s 
entering upon Ins office of mayor, .complaints were made to him of the manner 
111 which the assize of bread had been taken, by including in the calculation the 
flout of which household bread was made, and it was represented that several of 
the bakers had in consequence, d.scontinued the baking of “ household bread” 
which formed the chief consumption of the poor, and the bakers stated that they 
had been advised by counsel that the practice was not conformable to law 7 
deponent therefore had a general meeting of the bakers, who attended with 
counsel, and deponent was also assisted by counsel to advise him, and on that 
occasion, a certain alteration was agreed to in the mode of striking the assize 

to the nuhW h glVe sat,sfact r *° tlie bakers, and to procure the advantage 
to he public of the more general making of household bread. Deponent saith 

the ba a kls m or? S T Public, open and without any previous understanding with 

benefit to thhToo f'”' TlT inducement whatsoever of emolument or 
benefit to this deponent was held out on the one hand, or ‘on the other expected 
or sought for by tins deponent, who positively saith he was solely actuated bv 
a desire to promote the general good, as well of the public as of the bakers ■ and 

fcT' ™ h’etSr ffi tlm ‘ ° r ° thCT Tny 

O'Brien and that T f by k C °' T “ pt m ° tlves false, y attribat <M to him by said 
u mien and that said meeting was not brought about or in anv manner occa- 

Thelsffi said n°e«T SatIOn c0 ™ un ; cati °n with said Patrick Joseph O’Brien, 
Cornorate Inoni r '-S’ 6 '’ re P orted ^ve stated to the said Commissioners of 
Corporate Inquiry. Deponeth saith, that said Patrick Joseph O’Brien is further 
leported in said newspaper to have stated tint c 

a snlpnrlirl cntovto;/ ^ 4 , „ ieu lual tllls deponent, upon an occasion of 

Mansion-house, used certain bread called 
he deoonenfliad tie k T 6e ' 2ed ’ De P one "‘ sai « b . that in the year .802, 
own private ext^e “IT '"TT 1 ! 3 Grace ‘be Duke of Devonshire at his 
anv seized bread at’ that P“ sltlvel y . £ aitb that he never converted or made use of 
rized anv oerson nr no. an ^ < ? t ier ent ertainment or occasion, or ever autho- 

i bat , be h s: 1 ; eard , from lhe itembers ° f 

tonic nlarp -*i e sam e to be tlue > ^at such a transaction never 

that d P eDMent D hiTI „ n ba . g ? ,d °’ Bricn is further reported to have stated 

which instead of returnmcTY ^ ° ® aSS i / rom a P erson of the name of Ronayne, 

s ? epon , ent sai if' that said 

£?§f SdoKr b table , ° f ,T of I^niTeptaTS 

into this deponent’s pockef^r" waf hi ‘any' 6 ® 6 ° P ,ns 'TT ““f said IoL sli P.P el1 
utterlv Pike^ IVnnnLt -’.l ,i Wab V 1 . ^ manuer taken by this deponent, it is 

that deponent, on tl.c hilt wS’k olhi™ of offi' ‘’l'*' 1 ' T’? rted J° havestaled ' 
> al1 ' am, justice, a penny heiow it^I ^ 
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on the part of the bakers; but deponent, saith, it is not true that deponent did 
lower the assize at any time in the manner stated by said O’Brien, nor did said 
O'Brien remonstrate with deponent on the alleged reduction, nor did this depo- 
nent say, “ the bakers had no reason to complain, as they had good times during 
deponent’s year of office.;” nor did deponent say, “ he did it for the purpose of 
giving a cheap loaf, so as to make a contrast between him and his successor 
nor did any such conversation ever occur between this deponent and said 
O’Brien : Saith, that he is convinced that the evidence given by said O’Brien before 
the Commissioners, relative to deponent, was dictated by invidious and vindictive 
feelings towards this deponent, and not for public good : That such evidence was 
given during deponent’s absence from Cork, at the close of the Commission, and 
without any opportunity for deponent to contradict the same, before the tribunal 
he was so falsely accused to : That this deponent, previously to his leaving home, 
before the time of said O’Brien's statement, was never served with any summons 
or mandate to attend said Commission, or to answer any inquiries before the said 
Commissioners, nor did deponent hold any situation or office connected in any 
manner with the said corporation of Cork, to warrant the supposition^ that his 
evidence would be required ; and that the aforesaid false and calumnio^f ttacks 
were made behind deponent’s back and during his absence, and, as d ponent 
verily believes, for the purpose of injuring and defaming deponent in the istima- 
tion of his friends and the public: That on being written to by his friends 
in Cork, on the subject, he forthwith returned to Cork ; but before he returned, 
said Commissioners had closed their investigation. Deponent saith, that he 
verily believes said O’Brien was aware of his, deponent’s, absence from 
Cork, and of deponent’s consequent inability personally to refute such charges 
before the close of the Commission : That he verily believes such attack was 
made on his, deponent’s, character by said O’Brien, under these circumstances, 
in order that the reports should be returned to Parliament before there was 
a possibility of deponent contradicting them, thereby to injure deponent’s charac- 
ter amongst his fellow-citizens, and the public generally, and to provoke 
this deponent to violate and commit breaches of the law. Deponent posi- 
tively saith that at no time whatever, was there held out to him, directly or 
indirectly, any promise or inducement whatsoever to influence him in making 
a change in the method of striking the assize of bread, as stated by O Brien, 
either by the baking trade, or any committee, or by any person or persons what- 
soever ; and that deponent did not make any such change under any hope or 
expectancy of a fee or reward, but was influenced solely by a sense of justice, and 
for the public good, and not for any compliment, gratuity or benefit ol any kind 
to himself or family : Saith that any change made during deponent’s year of office 
was made in consequence of legal ppinions on the Act ot Parliament, and to 
benefit the poor, whose guardian of right he was : That the said O’Brien by his 
testimony has falsely and maliciously slandered and violated deponents character, 
and that his the said O’Brien’s evidence, as reported in said newspaper, which 
deponent believes he can prove to ’ have been authorized and instructed and 
adopted by said O’Brien, is false, unfounded and untrue j and that the transactions 
severally stated by said O’Brien as having taken place with deponent, and as set 
forth in the said newspaper, never took place, and that such charges arid state- 
ments, so deeply affecting deponent’s character, are utterly false and unfounded : 
Saith that on entering office, deponent was too mindful of his own dignity a,nd 
that of his office, to hold any such communication, either with the said O Brien 
or any other person, on any such subject ; that the said O Brien s character was 
then nearly as well known as it is now,, and verily believes that the oath of the 
said O’Brien would be questioned, and is questionable before any public tribunal 
in the city of Cork. Deponent saith that the following is a correct copy of the 
evidence of the said O’Brien, as published in the said newspaper, called the Cork 
Mercantile Chronicle : — 



Mt. P. J. O'Brien then came forward. 



Court : 
25 years. 

Court : 
merchant. 
55 - 



“ The Golden Loaf.” 

Mr. O’Brien, how long are you a resident of Cork? Witness: lor 
Pray, sir, what business are you of ? — Witness : I am a baker and flour 
A 2 Court : 
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Court : Mr. O’Brien, as long as you have known the baking trade of Cork 

have the bakers ever given any sum of money to the mayor as a bribe ? ■W’itn ’ 

They have. 

Court : Tell us, then, all you know about it ? — Mr. O'Brien continued ; Thp l,j 
practice was to pay to the mayor l d. upon each bag; to discover the quantitv f 
which, he required them to make oath of flour baked in the week ; besides this 
the bakers had to give certain other sums from time to time, in order to keep th ' 
mayors quiet ; when either of those sums were denied or suppressed, the baker 
were persecuted by the mayors, they having the power to strike a low assize and 
by worrying them in their houses, by searching for and taking away their bread 
though frequently obliged to return it afterwards; this was quite in opposition to 
the letter and spirit of the Act. When “ the Baking Act” expired, by which the 
mayor had such power over the bakers, they objected to contribute any longer 
either the subscriptions or the “ bag money,” which were nothing less than bribes 
In the year 1814,. a new Baking Act for the city of Cork was introduced, which 
seemed for some time to give satisfaction to the bakers and the public, until the 
mayors discovered the powers with which that oppressive and inequitable Act 
armed them ; one needy mayor assembled the bakers, and insisted on their giving 
him the old allowance of 1 d. each bag; this they resisted, stating that they were 
under a new Act, which he was bound to observe, and consequently out of his 
power. He threatened to be avenged, and was, by evading and violating the Act 
in the following manner: The 10th section of the present Act compels the baker 
to make, on every Friday, weekly returns to the mayor of all flour bought by or for 
the bakers during the week, specifying the flour fit for making wheaten bread- 
another section of the Act requires the bakers, on oath, to make a true return of 
all flour bought by them or for them in that space of time. The mayor, availing 
himself of the inconsistency of the Act, made an average of all the flour, no 
matter of what quality, or to what purposes available, and “jumblino-” them 
all together, lowered the baking 4s. or 5 s. each sack, which iliade loss to the 
bakers of 1 d. each quartern loaf. 

Mr. O'Brien proceeded: The bakers remonstrated against this piece of vindic- 
tive injustice, but without effect ; they then took the several law opinions on the 
matter, and amongst others, the opinion of Saurin, the then attorney-general. The 
mayor paid no regard to these opinions, and said to witness, “ When Saurin 
would be mayor of Cork, he may strike the assize of bread as he liked, but not till 



Mr, O Briet 1 resumed : The bakers had reason to regret their non-compliance 
with Ins demand of the “ bag-money,” &c., as they had to labour during his year of 
ofI.ce under the oppression and injustice of his rule; the other mayoralties fol- 
lowed, and the bakers found things very little better, though no actual demand 
was made on them. A certain person was then elected mayor, who, after his 
election, apphed to him (Mr. O’Brien), stating that he understood witness was 
secretary and treasurer to the Company of Master Bakers, and said that he hoped 
the bakers would have no fault to find with him, but that he should get the 
‘ golden loaf. ’ , . 6 

Court : Did he call it the “ golden loaf ?”— Witness ; I think he did. 

1 • ,/ '' j , you understand him ?— Witness : Oh, I’ll engage he made 

himself understood. ’ 0 6 

warns, continued : He (Mr. O’Brien! told him that the practice had for some time 
ia lien into disuse, but that he would consult the rest of “ the trade ” about it. On his 
taking office, he again apphed to witness in his own office, for the usual compliment, 
when witness said, that the trade generally suffered much injury from the unjust 
mode m which the asstse was struck ; to which the mayor said, that if they made it 
wo.th his while, the assise should be struck agreeable to their wishes and to the Actof 
! V,tness th ? n a PP hed to ‘he general body of the bakers, who appointed 
a committee for managing the matter with his worship, of which witness was one. 

WaS accordingly raised by subscriptions of from 1 /. to 3 /, 
O’Rrien'M ° ' i JP ‘ ‘he mayor’s subsequently applying to.him,(Mr. 

■8„' en > he said hat the money would be lodged in the Bank| and power given to 
and molt d r at , he explra “°? of hls year of office, as ho thought that the safest 
« * T 5 , de ,0 “ te f an " er of Proceeding. The mayor objected to that, and 
handed the money forthwith, stating that he would take it at the 
oiit a' | W ^ n ? hi ffie, but a “compliment ’’from the bakers; he then reached 

“ S hand, but witness had’nt it to give him. The reason that he urged 
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for getting it at once was, that there was no knowing who would be alive at the 
end of the year. Witness accordingly waited on Thomas Casey, the president of 
the committee of bakers, who, together with witness, went to the Mansion-house 
and gave the money. 

Court: Were you there when the mayor got the money ? — Witness: No 
I stayed at the door. .. ’ 

Court : How, then, can you be sure that he got the money ? — Witness : For the 
best reason in the world ; that he himself told me that he did, and at the same 
time complained of the smallness of the sum. 

Court : Shall we summon Mr. Casey r — Witness : \ ou may if you like j but 
lie’s dead. 

Court: What is the mayor’s name P — Witness: ( demurring .) 

The Court said, in justice to the gentlemans character, we must require his 
name, to give him an opportunity of rebutting it ?— Witness : It was Ned Newsom. 

Court : Is there anything else that you wish to mention to us, Mr. O’Brien ? — 
Witness : There is. I recollect that a quantity of French bread was seized on the 
day that a splendid entertainment took place; when the bakers knew of this, they 
sent for me. 

Mr. Hayes : Oh, to be sure ; their attorney-general. 

Witness: We remonstrated with the mayor, and showed him the Act by which 
French bread was exempt. His worship replied, that they must be convinced, 
from his former conduct to them, that he was unwilling* either, to injure or embar- 
rass them, but that he merely wanted to try the mayor’s right over such kind of 
bread ; and that if he found that he was wrong, he would either return or pay for 
it. In the course of the day the mayor called into his (Mr. O’Brien’s) house, and 
invited him and his family to go to the Mansion-house, to see the splendid pre- 
paration for the grand entertainment, at the same time requesting witness to 
send him a large sweet cake, and a parcel of fresh French “ buns,” for which he 
said he would then pay, putting his hand in his pocket, which he brought out 
empty. 

Witness resumed : He said that he would send it, but he forgot from that day 
to this. The curiosity of the female part of his family being excited by his wor- 
ship’s description of the preparations for the grand civic feast, they prevailed on 
witness to accompany them ; but when they arrived there, lo and behold you 
what should he # see but the very bread that was seized in the morning, piled and 
laid out in the dining-room. • 

Court: How did you know ‘that it was the seized bread? — Witness : I had seen 
it in the office in the morning ; and though the Act requires it to be kept there 
36 hours, it had evaporated from thence in four or five hours after. The splen- 
dour of the preparations were completely thrown away upon him ; he was quite 
chagrined, having (by his cakes) contributed a pound towards the feast, and after- 
wards did not get a taste of the good things. 

Court: Did the mayor ever pay for that bread ? — Faith, I’ll engage he did not; 
tis as hard to get money from the Mansion-house, as it is from the Court of Con- 
science. He also hired 80/. worth of Dick ltonayne’s cut glass, which, instead of 
returning, he sent to his own house ; but he was obliged to disgorge it afterwards, 
the corporation refusing to pay for it. 

Court: We have nothing to do with that now; is there anything else? — 
Witness: I h aye an instance of 10 /. slipping into the mayor’s pocket, from off 
the Board-room table of the House of Industry, and it never slipped out since. 

Court : That does not come within our range of inquiry. 



Deponent saith, that in reference to the evidence of said O’Brien, regarding the 
glass alleged to be sent by deponent to his house, this deponent positively saith 
that he never sent any “ glass,” hired for entertainments at the Mansion-house, to 
his own house ; nor was deponent, as alleged by said O’Brien, obliged “ to dis- 
gorge it nor did deponent ever remove from the mansion-house to his own any 
glass, either hired or belonging to the Mansion-house ; and is fully convinced that 
55 - ~ A3 any 
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any glass hired for any purpose for the use of the Mansion-house, during depo- 
nent’s year of office, whs returned to the owners, or accounted for if broken. 

Edward Newsom. 

Sworn before me at the city of Cork, this Richard N. Parker , Attorney. 
13th day of November 1833, by virtue 
of a commission forth of His Majesty’s 
Court of King’s Bench to me directed, 
for taking affidavits in the city of Cork ; 
and I know deponent. 

Henry Noblelt , Comm r . 



KING’S BENCH. 

Peter Downing , of the city of Cork, master baker and flour manufacturer 
maketh oath and saith, that he is acquainted with Mr. Patrick Joseph O’Brien 
of the city of Cork, master baker, also with Mr. Edward Newsom, of the city of 
Cork, alderman : Saith, that he recollects the year when said Edward Newsom was 
mayor or chief magistrate of the city of Cork ; heard and believes it was in part of 
the years 1821 and 1822: That for some years previously, owing to the mode of 
calculating the return of flour, previous to striking the assize of bread, the bakers 
were unable to bake what is known as “ household bread,” mostly used by the 
poor : Saith, that on the said Edward Newsom’s coming into, office, the bakers 
remonstrated with him against the hardship imposed upon the trade, and claimed 
from him a consideration of the law, upon which they had legal advice, differing 
from the mode pursued and in favour of the view taken by them : Saith, that the 
said Edward Newsom coincided in the opinion of the counsel employed on the 
occasion ; and in consideration of the trade agreeing to make household bread, 
agreed to act in conformity with the legal opinion referred to : Saith, that during 
said Edward Newsom’s mayoralty, a combination existed amongst the journeymen 
bakers to increase their wages; that through the exertions of the said Edward 
Newsom such combination was broken up ; that the said Edward Newsom had 
much trouble and was otherwise exposed to inconvenience ; that during said 
Edward Newsom , s mayoralty deponent heard the journeymep were holding 
a meeting, and having advised with said Edward Newsom, he accompanied depo- 
nent, and with a body of peace officers and soldiers surrounded the place of 
meeting and made prisoners of a large body of the journeyman ; that the said 
Edward Newsom, by his judicious conduct, reconciled the journeymen and 
masters ; that the master bakers were sensible of the services and general atten- 
tion of the said Edward Newsom, and consulted amongst themselves about pre- 
senting him with a piece of plate on his retiring from office, but finding the sum 
subscribed (which did not exceed 30 /.) too inconsiderable to purchase a suitable 
one, they agreed to present the money : Saith, that he, this deponent, was given 
charge of this sum, and in about a month or more after the said Edward Newsom 
left the Mansion-house, presented the same, “ as an expression of the sense enter- 
tained by the body of Mr. Newsom’s kind attention and courtesy,” or some such 
words, and so gave the same to him at his house on Pope’s-quay, in the city of 
Cork : Saith, that no communication whatsoever, directly or indirectly, that this 
deponent knew or heard of, was had or made to the said Edward Newsom, or to 
any person on his behalf, in' reference to this sum, or any other sum of money, 
previous to or pending the year of office of said Edward Newsom, nor was any 
promise expressed or implied of remuneration, or any other inducement offered, 
to the knowledge or belief of this deponent, to said Edward Newsom, to change 
tie mode of striking the assize of bread mentioned in the evidence of said 
latnck Joseph OBrien, before the Commissioners appointed to inquire into 
^ < ?. r Pj irat ® Abuses, and which evidence this deponent read in the newspaper, 
called “ the Cork Mercantile Chronicle,” of Monday the 28th day of October last: 
baith, that the trade claimed the alteration as aright and not a favour, and that 
the same was not granted them upon payment or promise of payment, remunera- 
tion, gift or other inducement on their part, by the said Edward Newsom ; that 
the trade never contemplated such an insult to the chief magistrate, and is con- 
fident they would equally consider their own character in not offering it ; and 

that 
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that he is convinced it is not true, as stated by the said Patrick Joseph O’Brien, 
that the said Edward Newsom was given a sum of “ 70/. ” or any other sum of 
money to induce him to strike the assize of bread as they wished-; and positively 
sailh, that said Patrick Joseph O’Brien did not present the money so subscribed, 
nor was he present when same was presented by this deponent, nor did he accom- 
pany this deponent to said Newsom’s house ; and deponent is convinced that no 
money could have been presented nor the other matters happen (as stated by said 
O’Brien in his evidence as aforesaid) without deponent’s hearing of it at the time; 
and positively saith, that said Patrick Joseph O’Brien had no act or part what- 
soever in the transaction in which this deponent was concerned, as before men- 
tioned, nor was said O’Brien, as deponent verily believes, a subscriber to the same; 
that said O’Brien was not present or accessary to the presenting of the sum herein- 
before mentioned by this deponent to the said Edward Newsom, nor had deponent at 
anytime any previous communication in reference thereto with the said O’Brien, or 
was he consulted or advised with by this deponent ; and positively saith, the said 
O’Brien was not authorized or instructed by this deponent nor by the trade at large, 
nor by the subscribers to said present, to converse with or hold any communica- 
tion whatsoever with the said Edward Newsom in reference to the same ; and 
that the said sum of 30 1. was not presented by this deponent until some time 
after said Edward Newsom was o,ut of office, and was presented to him at his 
dwelling-house, at Pope’s-quay, in the city of Cork, as hereinbefore stated, and 
was the only sum presented said Edward Newsom, deponent having no know- 
ledge of a sum of 70 l. nor any other sum. 

Peter Downing. 

Sworn before me, this 1 2th day of Richard N. Parker, Attorney. 

November 1833, at the city of Cork 
by virtue of a commission forth of 
His Majesty’s Court of King’s 
Bench in Ireland, to me directed 
for taking affidavits ; and I know 
the deponent. 

Henry Noblett, Comm r - 



KING’S BENCH. 

William Martin , of tlie city of Cork, baker and bacon merchant, being of the 
society of people called Quakers for twelve months last past, affirmeth and saith 
that he has been engaged in the baking business in the city of Cork for 23 
years and upwards; that he knows Alderman Edward Newsom, of said city of 
Cork, also knows Patrick Joseph O’Brien, of said city, master baker ; recollects 
the year when said Edward Newsom was mayor or chief magistrate of Cork ; that 
affirmant, with others, were appointed to remonstrate with said Edward Newsom 
relative to the manner of striking the assize against which the bakers complained ; 
that Patrick Joseph O’Brien was not one of those so appointed with affirmant; 
that affirmant was not instructed by the trade to use any undue or improper means 
with the said Edward Newsom to change the assize, nor was any such undue or 
improper influence hinted at amongst those acting with affirmant, to his know- 
ledge; that the trade justly complained of the injustice done to them in striking 
the assize upon all description of flour, whereas the trade conceived the law only 
contemplated the flour from which wheaten bread is made; that a meeting of the 
trade was had at the Mansion-house, where counsel attended, and after consider- 
ing the advantage likely to result to the public in the increase of the baking of 
household bread, and counsel having expressed his opiniou upon the law in favour 
of the trade, when the mayor consented to have the assize taken upon the flour 
used in the making of wheaten bread, which system has been ever since adopted 
by succeeding mayors: Saith, that at no meeting or interview whatsoever between 
affirmant, the other members, and the said Edward Newsom, did affirmant ever 
hear the slightest allusion made to remunerate or reward said Edward Newsom if 
he changed the assize, nor did he ever hear said Edward Newsom hint. that he 
would expect such, nor did he ever speak about a compliment in any shape to 
affirmant or the other persons with affirmant, to affirmant’s knowledge or belief : 
baith, he never heard until by the reported evidence of said O’Brien, that he 

55- * a 4 (O'Brien) 
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(O’Brien) was appointed by the trade to wait upon said Edward Newsom and 
arrange with him to change the assize, and affirmant verily believes that said 
O Brien was never appointed for such purpose by the trade: Saith, that affirmant 
with others were appointed to check the calculation of the assize on the behalf of 
the trade, and consequently watched the same closely ; and saith, it is not correct 
that the said Edward Newsom wronged the bakers, by keeping from them a pennv 
as stated by the said Patrick Joseph O’Brien in evidence before the Commissioners 
in Cork, as published in the Cork Mercantile Chronicle of the 28th day of October 
last, which sum of a penny would have .made a very serious loss to affirmant and 
others, and is convinced the trade never would have submitted to it : Saith he 
never heard until such Commission that said Edward Newsom was bribed to change 
the assize : Saith, he did subscribe to a fund to compliment said Newsom, and for 
no other purpose, and heard a sum of about 30 l. was presented said Edward 
Newsom after he quitted office: Saith, that he, affirmant, was a constant attendant 
•at the meetings of the trade, and took an active part in its concerns, and never 
heard, until by the evidence of said O’Brien, of several matters stated by O’Brien 
affecting the character of said Edward Newsom, and believes if such statements 
were true, affirmant would have heard thereof, having been to a very considerable 
extent in the confidence of the body. 

William Marlin. 

Affirmed before me, at the city of Cork, Richard N. Parker , Attorney, 

this 13th day of November 1833, by 
virtue of a commission forth of His 
Majesty’s Court of King’s Bench, to 
me directed, for taking affidavits in 
the city of Cork ; and I know 
affirmant. 

Henry Noblett, Comm’. 



Thursday, the 21st day of November 1833. 



The King , at the Prosecution of Edward Newsom, Esq. against Patrick Joseph 
O'Brien. 



Upon motion of Mr. Jackson, counsel 
prosecutor’s affidavit and also the affidavit 
of William Martin, it is ordered by the 
filed against the defendant, as is desired, 
in io days after service of this Order. 



for the prosecutor, and on reading the 
of Peter Downing, and the affirmation 
Court, that a criminal information be 
unless cause be shown to the contrary 



R. N. Parker , Attorney. 



KING’S BENCH, CROWN SIDE. 

The King, si. the Prosecution of Edward Newsom, Esq. against Patrick Joseph 
O'Brien. 

baker 7 TlSr" <0/ ’t er and Patrick Connolly, both of the city of Cork, 

the tear, I oa,h , tl,at ‘W master bakers in the city of Cork, in 
of the Sflirl " ! ? 2 ’ wben the prosecutor, Edward Newsom, esq., was mayor 
nol V i sHll J’ “r °, r S ,° me years P reviousl y. and that deponent, Patrick Con- 
malorL ff H baker C sa,d cit fi and sa y that in the early part of the 
bakers held , 'd , 2WSQrrL there were several private meetings of the master 
Newsom io Lind, y ’ ° C T; d “ the best me ans of inducing the said Edward 
flour out of tl 1 e , as . slze ‘ J bread according to law, by leaving the household 
flm trade L b n "l atl °"’ de P 0nent ’ Jeremiab Murphy, as assistant secretary to 

Patrick Trsei ° ll i tbe summonses for the said meetings, and the said 

trfde Sav t^t , : ,e "’ lhedef “ da "b '““g ba en then the Secretary to said 
present that raeiltlon f? at said meetings by some of the master bakers 

of Parliament l ewsom wou ^ not strike the said assize according to the Act 
, un ess ie got a douceur or pecuniary consideration for doing so, 

and 
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and it was proposed to enter into a subscription for the purpose, which was 
accordingly done, and that each master baker should subscribe 30 s. or there- 
abouts: Say, that deponent, Jeremiah Christopher’Murpliy, accordingly subscribed 
30s. or one guinea and a half for such purpose, and that deponent, Patrick 
Connolly, subscribed 1/. for the same purpose, as well as they now recollect : Say, 
to the best of their recollection the subscription money was collected from the 
master bakers by Thomas Casey, a respectable master baker, then residing in the 
said city of Cork, since deceased, and by the defendant, Patrick Joseph O’Brien., 
who went round to the houses of the master bakers ; and say there were upwards 
of 50 master bakers in Cork at that time, and that a subscription to the above 
amount from each of them would have exceeded 60/.: Say, that shortly after the 
said subscription was entered into, the mode of striking the assize was altered, 
the said Newsom who up to such period had struck the assize by taking^ the 
household flour into calculation, having subsequently, for the remainder of his 
mayoralty, thrown the said household flour out of the calculation and struck the 
said assize according to law: Deponents say, that while the said subscription was 
in contemplation and before it was resolved that said Newsom should ge.t the 
money, the said Newsom sent out an assize, on a Saturday, lowering the price, of 
bread 1 d . ; and say that on the next morning, namely Sunday morning, the said 
Newsom sent out a second assize to the master bakers, as deponents believe, in 
consequence of some communication made to him on the Saturday evening on 
the part of the master bakers, raising it one halfpenny: Say, that they never heard 
it stated or suggested at any meeting of the master bakers that a piece of plate 
should be presented to said Newsom, or that any publicity whatever should be 
given to the matter, but that it was to be considered, a private transaction between 
the master bakers and the said Newsom : Say, that some of the master bakers at 
such meetings expressed some apprehension as to who the person should be to 
pay the money, least he might be prosecuted for acting illegally in giving a bribe 
to a magistrate in office. Deponent, Jeremiah Christopher Murphy, further saith, 
that having received a summons from the Commissioners of Corporate Inquiry, 
to attend before them at the Cbuncil-chamber, in the city of Cork, on Monday 
the 28th of October last, to give evidence, deponent attended for such purpose, 
and was present at the examination of two other master bakers, who were also 
examined, namelv, Edward James Pennington and William Keays, who both 
swore that they subscribed money for the purpose aforesaid, and corroborated 
the said O’Brien’s evidence before the said Commissioners as to. the sum to be 
subscribed by each master baker, as a douceur lor said Newsom, and that the 
Commissioners, being satisfied with the evidence of said Pennington and Keays, 
said that they would not examine deponent. 

Sworn before me, at the city of Cork, 
this 13th day of January 1834, by 
virtue of a Commission forth of His 
Majesty’s Court of King’s Bench, in 
Ireland, to me directed for taking 
affidavits in said city; and I know 
deponents. 

Henry Milward , Comm r . 



KING’S BENCH, CROWN SIDE. 

The King, at the Prosecution of Edward Newsom , Esq., against Patrick 
Joseph OBrien. 

Robert Roaiere Pearce, of the city of Cork, gentleman, maketh oath and saith, 
that he attended before the Commissioners of Corporate Inquiry at the Council- 
chamber of the said city in the month of October last, to report the.proceedings 
for the Cork Mercantile Chronicle newspaper: Saith, that he was present at the 
examination of the defendant, Patrick Joseph O’Brien, on Saturday the 20th ot 
October last, when he gave evidence respecting a sum of money having been 
presented on the part of the master bakers to an individual who had been mayor 
of said city : Saith that the said O’Brien did not name the individual he alluded 



J. C. Murphy . 

Patt. Connolly. 

T. JV. Murphy , Attorney. 
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to, until he was peremptorily required by one of said Commissioners to do so in 
order to afford the individual an opportunity of justifying himself, when he 
named the said Edward Newsbm : Saith, that the said O’Brien having made 
a long statement in evidence, with certain particulars as to the Baking Act, and 
as to opinions of counsel taking respecting it, of which legal points deponent 
had not full notes, deponent applied to said O’Brien to enable him to supply 
the omissions in his notes respecting such Baking Act,, which said O’Brien 
did verbally, and that said O’Brien was in no other respect accessary to the 
publication of his said evidence ; which publication deponent believes to have 
been a true and correct report of said O’Brien’s evidence before said. Commis- 
sioners : -Saith, that although the Commissioners continued their sittings in Cork 
from the said Saturday until the Tuesday afternoon following, neither the said 
Newsom nor any person on his behalf, to deponent’s knowledge, appeared before 
the said Commissioners. 

Robert Rouiere Pearce. 

Sworn before me, at the city of Cork, T. JV. Murphy , Attorney, 

this 13th day of January 1834, by 
virtue of a Commission forth of said 
Court to me directed, for taking 
affidavits therein ; and I know him 
who knows deponent. The words 
“ legal points” being first interlined 
on the first page of this affidavit, and 
the words “ on his behalf” being also 
interlined on the second page of this 
affidavit. 

Henry Milward , Com r . 



Saturday, the 25th day of January 1834. 

The King, at the Prosecution of Edward Newsom, Esq., against Patrick 
Joseph O’Brien. 

IV^r. Bennet, counsel for the prosecution, moves to made absolute the Order of 
the 21st day of November last, for liberty to file a criminal information, notwith- 
standing the affidavits filed on behalf of the defendant. 

Mr. 0 Connell, counsel for the ' defendant, opposes the motion, and shows 
cause why said order should not be made absolute. 

Mr. Holmes, counsel on the same side. 

Mr. Jackson, counsel for the prosecution, in support of the prosecutor’s 
Court stands over. 



Wednesday, the 29th day of January 1 834. 

The King, at the Prosecution of Edward Newsom, Esq., against Patrick 
Joseph O'Brien. 

Court make the rule for liberty to file a criminal information absolute. 

R. N. Parker, attorney for prosecutor. 

T. W. Murphy, attorney for defendant. 



True copies, which I attest, pursuant to the Order of The Honourable 
1834 ° USe ° f ^ ommons> bearing date the 4th day of February 

Walter A. Bourne, 

Clerk of Crown, King’s Bench. 
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